ABSTRACT: This study attempts to provide a new framework for ninth-century Irish and Scottish history. Viking Scotland, known as Lothlend, Laithlinn, Lochlainn and comprising the Northern and Western Isles and parts of the mainland, especially Caithness, Sutherland and Inverness, was settled by Norwegian Vikings in the early ninth century. By the mid-century it was ruled by an effective royal dynasty that was not connected to Norwegian Vestfold. In the second half of the century it made Dublin its headquarters, engaged in warfare with Irish kings, controlled most Viking activity in Ireland, and imposed its overlordship and its tribute on Pictland and Strathclyde. When expelled from Dublin in 902 it returned to Scotland and from there it conquered York and re-founded the kingdom of Dublin in 917.
1. In this lecture, 1 I propose to reconsider the Viking attack on Scotland and Ireland and I argue that the most plausible and economical interpretation of the historical record is as follows. A substantial part of Scotland-the Northern and Western Isles and large areas of the coastal mainland from Caithness and Sutherland to Argylewas conquered by the Vikings 2 in the first quarter of the ninth century and a Viking kingdom was set up there earlier than the middle of the century. The occupation of this part of Scotland corresponds chronologically to what I call the prelude to the Viking wars in Ireland (from c.795 to c.825). This involved raids on Ireland directly from south-western Norway and, very likely, some from settlements in Scotland in the later part of that period. The main thrust of the ninth-century Viking attack on Ireland (c.825 to c.850) was mounted from Scotland, Laithlinn was the name of Viking Scotland, and the dynasty that imposed itself on Dublin, and that later dominated York and threatened to dominate England, originated in Viking Scotland. This, it itself, is not a novel idea. It has been suggested in a somewhat vague way, amongst them for history. 11 The link between the Old-Norse genealogies and the Irish annals is provided by an annal in Fragmentary Irish Annals, but it is not reliable. This sole connection, the genealogy found in F §401-Iomhar mc. Gothfraidh mc. Ragnaill mc. Gothfraidh Conung mc Gofraidh-has no independent value: it is merely another variant of the Icelandic material, and this is not the only fragment of its kind in F. It is likely that the father of Amlaíb (Óláfr) and Ímar (Ívarr) is Gothfraidh (Guðrøðr) and that he is a historical person and dynastic ancestor (see table 1), but his genealogical ascent is a construct without historical value.
4. In the matter of possible dynastic connections between the dynasty of Dublin and Norwegian dynasties important historiographical progress was made in the early nineties, and this provides a new critical context for the analysis of the problem. Dr Claus Krag has shown that the Ynglingatal (once believed to have been composed a little before AD 900, and thus early and intrinsically valuable) is not much older or more authoritative than Ynglingasaga, that it reflects concepts current in the twelfth century, that the genealogies are qualitative rather than chronological, and that they come in 14-generation sequences like the Anglo-Saxon ones (both based formally on the structure of Matthew's genealogy of Christ). In his view, these are `products of the imagination, the extant texts are remnants of the historical literature of the 12th and 13th centuries, concerning what were held to be the ancestors of what was then the Norwegian royal house … the idea that the Norwegian kings descend from Harald hárfagri and the monarchy was held to the property of his dynasty, is no more than a construction … the conclusion is that the Yngling tradition is entirely a part of the historicising method, partly cast in artistic form, which Icelandic learned men developed '. 12 Peter Sawyer has argued convincingly that Ynglingasaga is fiction, not history, but a fiction whose learned creators drew on what they knew (or thought they knew) of Scandinavian history in the tenth and eleventh centuries. 13 Kings who may originally have ruled Norwegian Oppland are transformed into kings of Vestfold and dubious king-lists are turned into genealogies. We find the historian Ari Þorgilsson doing just this in early twelfth century: he derives his own descent from a variant of this very genealogy.
14 So much for the Dublin dynasty's genealogical background in Vestfold.
5. What of contemporary Norway? Knut Helle (who accepts most of Krag's views) points out that the sources for early Norwegian kingship are limited and, while the saga genealogies may reflect the ambitions of the great when the sagas were being written in the twelfth century and later, they can tell us little or nothing of the Viking Age. Effective Norwegian royal power emerged in the eleventh century. In the early Viking Age there were no kings of Norway. 15 The kings and sons of kings mentioned in the Irish annals cannot, therefore, be linked to any Norwegian dynasty.
6. The early raids on Ireland seem to have been aristocratic free enterprise, and named leaders appear in the Irish annals-Saxolb (So[hook]xulfr) in 837, Turges (Þurgestr, not Þorgisl or ÞorgeRR) in 845, Agonn (Hákon) in 847. 16 Only towards the middle of the ninth century was there any attempt by any Viking kings to coordinate attacks and settlement in Ireland, and these kings appear to belong in the Viking settlements in Scotland. This took place at a strategic place, Castledermot, Co Kildare, not far from Dublin where a Viking settlement had been established in 841-42. The Irish leaders were amongst the most powerful provincial kings in the country, the troops involved were numerous, and the slaughter was immense. Þórir the earl 17 was evidently a very important person, even if the identity of the king whose heir-designate he was remains unclear (but see table 1). He was leading a large army. This was a battle of major significance, even if we take the annalist's estimate of the slain (as we ought) to be merely a conventional expression for a very large number. 18 8. The next entry that has reference to an overseas `king of the Foreigners' occurs in 849: U 849.6. Muirf [.] echt .uii.xx. long di muinntir righ Gall du thiachtain du tabairt greamma forsna Gaillu ro badur ara ciunn co commascsat hErinn n-uile iarum `A sea-going expedition of 140 ships of the people of the king of the Foreigners came to exercise authority over the Foreigners who were in Ireland before them and they upset all Ireland afterwards'.
Three important annalistic entries record the activity of Viking royals in Ireland in
Evidently, this was a violent attempt by a king of the Vikings, using large forces, to compel the independent Vikings in Ireland to submit to royal authority, and it was fiercely resisted. The differing treatment of Irish and Viking as tribute payers and hostage givers respectively may be significant. Within the conventions of Irish politics, the Viking settlers are treated as free, the Irish as a subject population. 20 It is likely that only a small number of Irish kingdoms submitted to Viking overlordship.
10. An entry in F evidently refers to these same events and contains some supplementary information. This appears well-founded and the source of F may be taken to be reliable on the whole in regard to these events. The expression `also in this year' could be taken to refer back to F §238 which is firmly dated to 849. However, this does not fit well with `the sixth year of the reign of Mael Sechnaill'. His predecessor Niall Caille died in 846 and certainly by 847 (if not by 846) Mael Sechnaill was recognised as king of Tara-and this would tend to place these events in 852/53. This dating fits well with U and is to be preferred.
11. All these entries refer to major expeditions to Ireland by leaders who were recognised as royal by the Irish annalists. Very large numbers of troops and ships were involved and their purpose was conquest, control of the Vikings already settled in Ireland, and the imposition of taxes on Irish kingdoms. All are associated with the kingdom of Lothlend, Laithlind or Lochlainn whose king appears to be directing the operations.
12. There are other references to Lothlend/Laithlind. One that belongs certainly to the ninth century occurs in a well-known poem-quoted so often that it has become trite-preserved uniquely as a marginal entry in Sankt Gallen, Stiftsbibliothek, MS 904, a copy of Priscian's Institutiones grammaticae, heavily glossed in Old Irish. According to Bruno Güterbock, this manuscript was written in Ireland in the midninth century: he dates it by reference to marginal notes that he thinks were written in 845 or 856.
22 Robin Flower dated it more closely to the years 845-46. 23 Professor
David Dumville has recently re-examined the dating criteria and, whilst he is agnostic about many things, the central ninth-century date stands: he thinks that it was written after the death of St Diarmait ua Aeda Róin of Castledermot in 825 and before its appearance in Cologne some time anterior to 859, and he holds with Traube and Gerard Murphy 24 that the book is to be associated with the circle of Sedulius Scottus who was active on the Continent between the 840s and the 860s. 25 However, his suggestion, on slight palaeographical grounds, that the manuscript was written on the Continent `where its associations might be with Liège or Cologne, with Sankt Gallen, or even with northern Italy' is speculative and the quatrain must be located in an Irish context unless more convincing evidence to the contrary can be produced.
26
Is acher in gaíth in-nocht fu-fúasna fairggae findf [.] olt; ní ágor réimm mora minn dond láechraid lainn úa Lothlind
27
The wind is fierce to-night it tosses the sea's white mane I do not fear the coursing of a quiet sea by the fierce warriors of Lothlend.
A second example occurs in a verse appended to the entry in the Annals of the Four Masters on the battle of Cell Ua nDaigri (Killineer, at Drogheda on the Boyne) in 868. Here the king of Tara, Aed Finnliath mac Néill (r. 862-79), defeated the kings of Brega and Leinster and a large Viking force (of which one of the leaders was Carlus, son of Amlaíb of Dublin).
28

Dos-fail dar Findabhair find fiallach grinn dond Laithlind luindas ar chédaibh rimhter Goilldo cath fri righ nEtair n-uill.
29
There comes over fair Findabair a keen host from fierce Laithlindthe Foreigners are counted in hundredsto do battle against the king of great Étar.
Whether this quatrain had to with this battle originally may, one could argue, be a little uncertain. However, one can read rí Étair as a kenning for king of Tara (i.e. Aed Finnliath) and Findabair is probably Findabair na n-Ingen, now Fennor in the parish of Donore at Drogheda and quite near to Killineer. For what it is worth, F states that the Vikings had arrived at the mouth of the Boyne with a great fleet and they were induced by the king of Brega to join in the attack on the king of Tara. This fits well with what we know of the leadership from U and confirms one in the impression that, for the contemporary annalist, Laithlinn/Lochlainn meant no more than the Norwegian Viking settlements in the British Isles, and more particularly those in Scotland and Man.
This conclusion is supported by two literary texts. The first is Cath Maige Tuired,
63 a text dated in essentials to the ninth century, 64 and very probably to the second half. The surviving text is not unitary. There is general agreement that § §1-7, 9-13 are late and derive from the historicist text, Lebor Gabála; 65 fragment §8 is not the beginning of an independent tale and is hardly integral to the text; and the tale breaks off imperfectly. 66 No evidence cited here is taken from these interpolations. Some difficulties about dating and interpretation remain. T. F. O'Rahilly argued that `the extant text of Cath Maige Tuired, though doubtless based on and incorporating the earlier account, is comparatively late, for it contains some loan-words from Norse and applies the name Insi Gall to the Hebrides'-late enough to indicate that its author may have belonged to the late tenth century. 67 This date may have been suggested to O'Rahilly by the first contemporary annalistic attestation of Insi Gall as a term for the Hebrides in 989, 68 and buttressed by the Norse/English borrowings in the text. Of these, there is one clear Old-Norse borrowing: fuindeóc ( §133) `window', from OldNorse vindauga.
69 Two other borrowed words, scildei, scitle, scilte( § §28-30) `coins' (<scill) and bossán ( §28) `purse' (<púse) derive from Old English, not Old Norse, 70 and while one cannot say that they had not been borrowed into Irish before the Viking period they fit well with the expanding commercial activity of Viking Ireland and the increased circulation of coin. The linguistic evidence and the historical references to Insi Gall and Lochlainn indicate that the text was written at a point when the Vikings had made a serious impression on Ireland. A terminus ante quem is provided by Cormac's Glossary, which excerpted the text and which dates to c.900. 71 Incidentally, the paganism of the Vikings and its treatment in a fictional manner enabled the creator of the text to make full use of what he knew (or thought he knew) of mythology and pagan practices. 72 However, while using the Tuatha Dé in a subtly allusive way to represent the Irish and while presenting their magic as benevolently defensive, he expressly distances himself from pagan mythology by depicting the Dagda as a gross figure of fun, a scandalous and unsavoury Father of the Gods, whose licentious behaviour is offensive to good christians 73 -and this contains a conscious christian programmatic aspect that may be read as ridicule of paganism in general, and of that of the Vikings in particular.
19. As Dr Gray has pointed out, `the Fomorian threat is described as if it were a vast alliance among various Scandinavian forces, all bent upon the conquest of Ireland'.
74 Dr Carey has argued cogently that the text was written in the second half of the ninth century-possibly in the reigns of Mael Sechnaill (r. 846-62) and Aed Finnliath (r. 862-79)-and that it represents (amongst other things) a reaction, expressed in symbolic literary terms, to the Viking attack and he sees no need to take the references to Insi Gall as the work of a later interpolator.
75 I agree. One might add that the sea-inlets, lakes, and rivers of Ireland, whose waters the cupbearers of the Tuatha Dé promise to hide from the Fomoire, have (with few exceptions) a clear contemporary reference-the Shannon and its lakes and estuary, the Bann and Lough Neagh, the Boyne, the Liffey, the Munster Blackwater, and Strangford, Belfast Lough and Lough Foyle were amongst the principal areas of ninth-century Viking activity. Lochlaindi & a hInnsib Gall immon slógad-sin `Thereafter he sent him to the champion, to Balor grandson of Nét, the king of the Hebrides and to Indech son of Dé Domnand, the king of the Fomoire and these gathered all the forces from Lochlainn westwards into Ireland to impose their tribute and their rule over them [i.e. Tuatha Dé] by force, so that they made one bridge of ships from the Hebrides to Ireland. No host ever came to Ireland that was more hateful or more terrifying than that host of the Fomuire. The man from Skye of Lochlainn and the man from Insi Gall were rivals over that expedition.
77
The text artfully merges the Fomuire and the Vikings, and places the Fomuire in the Scottish territories of the Vikings, as ninth-century Ireland knew them. Sciathia of the text is a learned latinisation of Scí `Skye' (nom. Scí, gen. Sceth, Old-Norse Skíð), 78 and it is clear that it is part of Lochlainn. The final sentence conveys that there was rivalry between the king of Skye (who would have controlled the Inner Hebrides) and the king of Insi Gall, which we can read as the Outer Hebrides in the present context. It is, of course, quite uncertain whether there is anything historical in this, perhaps a reference to rivalry amongst Viking sub-kings in Scandinavian Scotland that would have made good sense to contemporaries, but historicity cannot be ruled out.
21. The literary reflexes of the battle of Clontarf and of other aspects of Viking history in Ireland in the saga Cath Ruis na Ríg bear out the equation of Lochlainn with Scandinavian Scotland. We owe the first thorough discussion of this text, and an edition and translation of the relevant passage, to the pioneering work of Heinrich Zimmer. 79 Thurneysen dated it to the first third of the twelfth century and would attribute the Book of Leinster Táin bó Cúailgne and Mesca Ulad to the same author. Áine de Paor reached like conclusions about authorship. 80 However, Dr Uaitéar Mac Gearailt argues convincingly against common authorship and dates the text `possibly mid way through the second half of the twelfth century'. 81 The opening of the tale is as follows: after the overthrow of the Ulaid in Táin bó Cuailgne, king Conchobar fell into a decline and languished because of his defeat. His druid urged him to send for his absent friends to help him, and to resume the struggle. His overseas friends divide into two groups: the Ulster warrior Conall Cernach who is levying tribute abroad, and the Viking forces of Scotland. The heroic Conall Cernach is levying tribute, firstly in Viking Scotland (Lewis, Shetlands, and Orkneys), and secondly, in more distant parts of Europe (Scythia, Dacia, Gothia, and Northmannia). One may take Scythia to be Svealand (Sweden), Dacia to be Denmark, Gothia to be Gotland and Northmannia to be Norway: they are listed with the English Channel and the Mediterranean and the author is concerned to represent Conall Cernach as putting the most remote lands under tribute. If these are to be understood as continental Scandinavia, it is interesting that Latin-derived learned names 84 are used for these regions and, evidently, in the mind of the writer, they are quite different from the Lochlainn of which Amlaíb ua Inscoa is king. 25. It is evident that Laithlind/Lochlainn took on the new meaning `Norway' only when there were kings of Norway and when these posed a serious military threat in the British Isles. Effective control of the Northern and Western Isles would inevitably be a pre-condition of that threat, and the change of meaning evidently took place in that context. 26. We now return to the ninth century. The evidence of the Irish annals is that there was a king of Viking Scotland whose heir-designate, Tomrair or Thórir, was in Ireland with a very large army in 848, and he fell battling against two of the most powerful Irish provincial kings. In 849 this king sent a fleet of 140 ships to establish his authority over the Vikings in Ireland, and upset the whole country. In 851 the Irish annals report another dramatic development: Danish Vikings came to Dublin, slaughtered the Vikings of Dublin and plundered their fortress. They tried to do the same to the Viking settlement at Annagassan, but they were heavily defeated and many of them were killed. 108 That is not to say that such raids did not take place. Evidently, Iona came to an early understanding with the new power in the Western and Northern Isles: the only untoward ecclesiastical incident reported for the rest of the ninth century is that the shrine and halidoms of Columba were brought to Ireland `in flight before the Vikings' in 878. Only for Ireland are there details of the early years of Viking raiding. We can only guess that northern Britain had similar experiences. Hardly anything is known about raids on England from the plundering of a Northumbrian monastery in 794 109 and the churches of Hartness and Tynemouth in 800 110 until the raid on Sheppey in 835.
Acus faítti fessa & tecta uaitsiu chena cot chairdib écmaissi .i. co Conall crúaid coscorach commaidmech cathbuadach claidebderg co airm i fail ac tobuch a chisa & a chanad i crichaib Leódús i n-insib Cadd & i n-Insib Or[c]. & i críchaib Scithia
When and how the Vikings conquered and occupied the Isles is unknown, perhaps unknowable.
111 To my mind, occupation and colonisation are different (if often sequential) processes. The first involves the establishment of lordly or royal control over a subject population and very often the imposition of a new aristocracy. The second involves settlement of the land and the dispossession or part dispossession of the previous occupiers. Some areas may have been occupied, others (for example the Shetlands and the Orkneys) 112 were colonised. Dr Myhre has re-opened the question of possible settlement (and here colonisation seems to be in question) of Scandinavians in the Northern and Western Isles in the eighth century and, indeed, the much disputed matter of early settlement as a whole.
113 Sommerfelt cites linguistic evidence for contact between the Picts and the Scandinavians before AD 700, but this is no evidence for settlement or indeed for the kind of raiding that is characteristic of the Viking Age. 114 This problem is perhaps beyond satisfactory solution. Given the lack of written records, scholars must depend mainly on archaeology, but archaeology cannot give dates as refined as decades, unless one is lucky with dendrochronology or writing in the form of coin hoards. The other fall-back is toponomy, but toponomy is a surly, inarticulate and ambiguous witness, even in the hands of the best counsel. Add to this the rebarbative Scottish indigenous written sources for the ninth century and chronology becomes very difficult. Given the evidence of the few contemporary Irish annals and inferences one can make from the pattern of raiding on Ireland, the likeliest course of events is that the Isles-Northern and Western-and their contiguous mainland territories were occupied between 790 and 825 (towards the earlier part of this time-span). This period corresponds to the prelude to the Viking wars in Ireland. One detailed annalistic entry in U points to a significant development in Scotland: in 839 the Vikings inflicted a crushing defeat on Fortriu and killed the most important Scottish leaders. 115 What Fortriu was at this time is the subject of some recent discussion, but it is likely that it is identical with Southern Pictland, Pictland south of the Mounth. 116 One possible interpretation of the defeat of 839 is that the Vikings were by now fully in possession of the Northern and Western Isles, and were attacking South Pictland because they had already established themselves over North Pictland or, at least, had placed it under tribute. I believe the attacking Vikings were the Norse Vikings of the Isles, and not Danes. And this lone annalistic entry is likely to be a mere pointer to long-term and intense Viking pressure on the central lowlands of Scotland.
29. Meanwhile, in Ireland, the prelude to the Viking attack proper is marked by desultory coastal raiding that slowly becomes more frequent. 117 The annals do not, of course, report all raids and acts of violence, nor does anyone expect them to do so, but it is probably right to take the annals to be a reliable general indication of what happened. First came the attacks on Rathlin and Skye in 795. These were followed in 798 by the burning of the church on St Patrick's Island (off Skerries), and the bórime na crích `cattle-tribute of the territories' taken by the Vikings must refer to a forced levy for provisions on the mainland nearby. In the same entry the annalist refers in a general way to great incursions in Ireland and in Britain. In 807, raiders rounded the north coast of Ireland and attacked western coastal monasteries-Inishmurray off the Sligo coast and Roscam in the inner waters of Galway Bay.
118 For the first time, the annals begin to report fighting between the Irish and the Vikings-skirmishes rather than battles: 811 (a defeat of the Vikings by the Ulaid), 812 (their defeat by the Éoganacht Locha Léin in the south-west), later in 812 (their defeat by Fir Umaill, near Clew Bay), followed by a slaughter of Conmaicne of west Galway by the Vikings. Small groups of two or three ships apiece may have been active on the west coast. They were back in 813 when they slaughtered Fir Umaill on the west coast and killed their king.
30. By now, the Vikings had learned all they needed to know about most of Ireland's coastline and its possibilities for plunder, occupation or colonisation, but suddenly there is silence. There are no reports of activities on the west coast or anywhere else in Ireland for eight years. Attacks begin to be reported again in 821 in the Irish Sea (raids on Howth and on the churches in the islets of Wexford Harbour) and on the south coast, Cork and Inis Doimle in 822. In the distant south-west, Vikings raided the remote monastery of Skellig, 14 kilometres off the Kerry coast and so ill-treated its superior that he died as their prisoner. In the north-east, there were concerted attacks on coastal monasteries of the Ulaid: Bangor was struck in 823 and savagely plundered in 824. In 825 Down and Moville were hit, and the Ulaid defeated those who had attacked the most prestigious of their monasteries. From this point, there are terse annalistic reports of severe attacks along the east coast on churches and local coastal kingdoms and significant engagements with local kings. The prelude was over: the first Viking Age proper had begun. It is possible that the earliest raids, those that occur up to the second decade of the ninth century, were mounted from south-west Norway. The more vigorous and destructive attacks in 821 and later, evidently made by larger and better organised forces, are a different matter. Because of the logistical problem of bringing large fleets from Norway and because of the large numbers one can infer from their activities, these probably came from nearby, and the Viking settlements in the Northern and Western Isles of Scotland are the most likely bases. It is possible that the time of calm in Ireland between 813 and 821 corresponds to a period of intense activity in Scotland.
31. In the 830s, the raids on Ireland became more ominous and from 836 large-scale attacks began with `the first prey of the pagans from Southern Brega [south Co Meath] … and they carried off many prisoners and killed many and took very many captives'. In the autumn, the annalist reports `a most cruel devastation of all the lands of Connacht by the pagans'. Clonmore, Co Carlow-a monastery patronised by the dynasty of south Leinster-was burned on Christmas Eve, and many captives were taken. Mid-winter raiding for slaves proves that the Vikings were already overwintering, possibly on islands, and could hold numerous prisoners. The Life of St Fintan of Rheinau indicates that they were already slaving, and taking captives for sale in mid-century. 119 32. In 837, a fleet of sixty ships appeared on the Boyne and another on the Liffeyvery likely from the Scottish settlements-each bringing about 1500 men. They ravaged the east-coast kingdoms. Though the Uí Néill kings routed them at first, they were soon defeated `in a countless slaughter'. The Vikings now began to appear regularly on the inland waterways-the Shannon, Lough Derg, the Erne, the Boyne, Lough Neagh and the Bann. They overwintered on Lough Neagh for the first time in 840-41. They now began to build longphoirt, fortresses that protected them and their ships, and some of these became permanent. There was one at Linn Dúachaill (Annagassan, Co Louth) by 841 and another at Duiblinn (on the Liffey at or near Dublin). From Annagassan they raided deep into the midlands, from Dublin they attacked Leinster and Uí Néill. They first overwintered in Dublin in 841-42.
33. These large-scale raids-the beginning of the occupation of the Irish east midlands-were mounted from Scandinavian Scotland, apparently by aristocratic freebooters and adventurers, some of whom (as we have seen) are named in the Irish annals. This may be a re-run of what one infers happened in Scotland a generation earlier. First, small exploratory raids, then heavy plundering and slaving to break the resistance of the population, and finally occupation and colonisation. However, sometime before the mid-ninth century, a kingship of Viking Scotland had come into being and, as we have seen, that kingdom began to exercise authority over the Vikings and their settlements in Ireland, though not of course over all, for the annals continue to report the activities of freewheeling adventurers. And this brings us back to Amlaíb and Ímar, who took control of the kingdom of Dublin, certainly from 853.
34. Some time in the 850s or early 860s the dynasty moved its main operations to Dublin. We find Amlaíb, Ímar and their brother Auisle (he is first mentioned in the Irish annals in 863), extremely active in Ireland, engaging in warfare and politics with the major Irish kings. 120 Only two aspect of their activities will be considered here: their dealings with the Gall-Goídil `Foreigner-Irish' and their impact on monastic raiding.
35. The Gall-Goídil `Viking-Irish' make their appearance in the Irish annals in the period 856-58, and then disappear from the record just as suddenly. It is likely that they originated in Viking Scotland, and were war bands aristocratically led by men of mixed Scottish and Viking descent, operating independently of the dynasty and adventuring on their own account in Ireland. By the middle of the ninth century, a generation (and perhaps a second generation) of such aristocrats would have come to military age in Scotland. The interpolator of F is particularly interested in them, and his preoccupations-and his views-have been ill-advisedly shared by some modern historians. 121 The interpolator is extremely hostile to them:
… Scuit íad, & daltai do Normainnoibh íad, & tan ann adbearar cid Normainnigh friú. Maidhidh forra ré nd-Aodh, & cuirthear a ndeargár na nGall-Ghaoidheal, & cinn imdha do bhreith do Aodh leis; & ra dhlighsiot na hEireannaigh an marbhadh soin, uair amhail do-nidis na
Lochlannaig, do-nidis-siomh `… they are Gaels and foster-children of the Vikings, and sometimes they are even called Vikings. Aed defeated them and slaughtered the Gall-Goídil, and Aed brought many heads away with him; and the Irish were entitled to do that killing for as the Vikings did, so also did they [the Gall-Goídil]'.
Elsewhere, in an addition to the account of the expedition of Mael Sechnaill, king of Tara, to Munster in 858, he accuses them of being apostates and of being much more hostile to the church than the Vikings themselves:
Gen go ttíosadh Maol Seachlainn an turus so do ghabháil ríghe Mumhan do fén, ro bo thuidheachta do mharbadh an ro marbadh do Ghall-Ghaoidhealaibh ann, úair daoíne ar ttregadh a mbaiste iad-saidhe, & ad-bertais Normannaigh friú, uair bés
Normannach aca, & a n-altrum forra, & ger bó olc na Normannaigh bunaidh dona heaglaisibh, bá measa go mór iad-saidhe, .i. an lucht sa, gach conair fo Eirinn a mbidís `Although Mael Sechnaill did not make this expedition to take the kingship of Munster for himself, it was worth coming to kill what he killed of Gall-Goídil there, for these were people who had forsaken their baptism, and they were called Vikings because they behaved like Vikings and they had been fostered by them; and though the real Vikings were evil towards the churches, these were much worse wherever they were in Ireland'.
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None of this moralising occurs in the uninterpolated annals. Here the Gall-Goídil first appear as the allies of Mael Sechnaill, king of Tara, against the Vikings, evidently those led by Ímar and Amlaíb, kings of Dublin: Cocadh mor etir gennti & Mael Sechlainn co nGall-Goidhelaibh lais `Great warfare between the Vikings and Mael Sechnaill, who was supported by the Gall-Goídil'. 124 In the same year, they were in the north, where Aed Finnliath mac Néill, king of Ailech, heavily defeated them far inland at Glenn Foichle (Glenelly, in the barony of Upper Strabane). 125 They may have come from Lough Neagh and the Bann. In 857, a leader of theirs, Caitill Find (whose name is appropriately partly Old Norse, partly Old Irish), is mentioned: he was routed in battle by Ímar and Amlaíb in Munster. 126 This enmity continued into the next year. The Gall-Goídil allied with Cenél Fiachach (a sub-kingdom of Southern Uí Néill) and both were defeated by Ímar of Dublin and Cerball, king of Osraige in Araid Tíre (to the east of Lough Derg and the Shannon in Co Tipperary).
127 Evidently, the kings of Dublin did not like free-wheeling Vikings (or look-alikes) in their space.
36. In fact, they made serious attempts to exercise royal control. This appears in a new pattern in the Viking plundering of Irish monasteries. This change has often been noted 128 and has been the subject of a recent study that seeks to show that the fall off in monastic plundering in the second half of the ninth century is due, in large part, to a marked decline in annalistic recording, though some real decrease in raiding may have occurred.
129 However, a more plausible explanation suggests itself. The large-scale plundering of monasteries stops quite suddenly about the time that the dynasty established itself in Dublin. In the fifteen years between 855 and the end of 870 the annals report ten incidents that can be regarded as attacks on monasteries (Lusk and Slane 856, Leighlin c.864, Clonfert 866, Lismore 867, Armagh and Castledermot 869, the islands of Lough Ree and the surrounding lands, where there were many monasteries c.873, Kilmore near Armagh 874, and the capture of the superior and lector of Armagh in 879, which is not conclusive evidence for a raid). 130 Of these, at least three were carried out by the royal dynasty itself: the assault on Lismore in 867, Amlaíb's major attack on Armagh in 869 (which can be understood as revenge on the Northern Uí Néill, the patrons of Armagh, for the death of his son at the battle of Cell Ua nDaigri the year before), and Barid's plundering of Lough Ree and its surroundings. Between 881 and 902, the annals report some fourteen attacks on monasteries. Of these, three were certainly done by the royal dynasty: Duleek 881, Lismore 883 and Armagh 895. Nine others are likely, given their nearness to Dublin: Kildare (886), Ardbracken, Donaghpatrick, Dulane and Glendalough (all in 890) and Kildare and Clonard in 891. Some monastic raiding by Vikings evidently not under the control of Dublin occurs mainly in the periphery, for example, the attack on Cloyne in 888. And there is another consideration: plundering monasteries is a crude and cost-inefficient method of generating income from rich and politically subservient institutions: regular payments of fixed tribute are much more effective and suit both sides better, but this will occur only if the dynasty exercises real control. This appears to be the case, and monastic plundering by the dynasty occurs as political punishment (for example Armagh in 869), or when arrangements for the payment of tribute broke down (perhaps Lismore in 867), or when there is strife amongst the branches of the dynasty as happened towards the end of the ninth century. The annalistic record is, of course, partial and incomplete; there are changes over time in its nature, and some diminution in its extent. However, it does indicate a general trend that fits well with the emergence of kingly power amongst the Vikings in Ireland. Kings and their henchmen do not like professional trouble-makers competing for the same scarce resources in their area of jurisdiction and causing general disorder and loss. Evidently the dynasty kept good control for the most part and was usually (though not always) able to exclude independent operators in the later ninth century, certainly from its own central areas of interest.
37. Important evidence for the move of the dynastic centre to Ireland is to be found in Dublin's dealings with Scotland, as reported in the Irish annals. And this evidence is corroborated by the Scottish Chronicle. Constantine I (r. 862-76), called `rex Pictorum' in his obit, 132 will have given hostages with the rest. One infers that, as part of this operation, they imposed a tribute on Pictland-and this inference is supported by F §328: `they took many hostages with them as a pledge for tribute; for a long time afterwards they continued to pay them tribute'. This attack is recorded independently and accurately in the annals in the Scottish Chronicle: It is clear from the annals that they returned to Dublin, and for the next four years there is a fairly detailed account of their activities-enough to show that Dublin was their base of operations. In 866 Aed Finnliath, king of Tara, destroyed the longphoirt of the Vikings all along the north coast of Ireland and defeated them in battle at Lough Foyle-and here he may have taken advantage of the absence of much of the Viking manpower in Scotland. 134 The annals tell us nothing of the relationship of these settlements to the Dublin dynasty but, given their strategic position in the direct line of communication between the Western Isles and Ireland and their location on the littoral of the most powerful kingdoms in the north, it is likely that they were under the direct control of Dublin. In 867 there was a struggle within the dynasty: Auisle was murdered by his brothers and this conflict may have been the occasion for an Irish attack. A force led by Cennétig mac Gaíthéne, king of Loígis, burned the fortress of Amlaíb at Clondalkin near Dublin (it was within the monastic enclosure) and killed 100 of his followers.
135 They followed this up with a successful attack on Dublin itself.
136 Some time in the same year, Amlaíb committed (in the words of the annalist) `treachery on Lismore' 137 -as if he had broken an agreement of immunity in return for tribute. As we have seen, the Dublin dynasty played a role in the battle of Cell Ua nDaigri in 868 in which Aed Finnliath king of Tara defeated the Uí Néill of Brega and killed their king who had the Leinstermen and the Vikings of Dublin as allies.
138 Carlus, son of Amlaíb of Dublin, was amongst the slain. 139 In reply, Amlaíb raided Armagh in 869 and burned its oratories; a great deal of plunder was taken and 1000 of its inhabitants were either killed or taken prisoner. 140 In effect, this was a proxy attack on Aed Finnliath whose dynasty saw itself as the protector of Armagh. In any reckoning, this was a major military and political event. A siege of four months was a most unusual undertaking in the ninth century, and the plunder taken from Scotland was vast. The Dublin kings smashed the power of the Strathclyde Britons and established their authority over them. Given the captives they took, they may also have re-asserted their authority over Pictland as a whole and, if the Anglian captives were taken in their homeland, they may have been raiding some of Lothian as well. Effectively, this was the beginning of the end for the Strathclyde dynasty. In 872 Artgal, king of the Stathclyde Britons, was killed at the instigation of Constantine I who, whatever about his own precarious position as king of South Pictland under Viking overlordship, clearly took advantage of the defeat of Strathclyde to further his own interests. Artgal's son, Rhun, is the last name in the genealogy of the Strathclyde dynasty.
143 This Rhun was married to a daughter of Constantine and their son Eochaid was joint king of the Scots from 878 to 889, at a period of segmentary dislocation brought on by the Viking attack and at a time when Scotland was still under Viking tribute.
144 After him, the Strathclyde dynasty disappears from the record and rulers of the sub-kingdom of Strathclyde in the tenth century belong to the Scottish royal dynasty. This entry is undated in F. However, an approximate date can be worked out. Amlaíb had returned after the sacking of Dumbarton in 871, and probably early in that year if we may judge by the position of the annal in U. The entry ( §401) immediately following the one in F cited above states that `in the tenth year of the reign of Aed Finnliath, Ímar … and the son of the man who left Ireland (i.e. Amlaíb) plundered
Ireland from east to west and from north to south'. The `son of Amlaíb' in question here is almost certainly Oistin who was killed in 875. The tenth year of Aed Finnliath's reign is 871 (counting inclusively) or 872. In fact, the annals report a good deal of Viking activity in Ireland in 871-72. It is likely, then, that Amlaíb had left Ireland by 872, summoned by his father to Viking Scotland to help put down a revolt against himself. This entry has led to many speculations, some wilder than others but since nearly all depend on equating Lochlainn with Norway and linking the kings of Dublin to the Vestfold dynasty, there is no great need to discuss them in detail here. 
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There are several difficulties with this. For tercio one may read tercio decimo on the assumption that the scribe dropped .x. from the .xiii. of his exemplar-the third year of Constantine is 865/66 and Amlaíb was certainly alive long after that. If one may accept this emendation and count inclusively (as the writer certainly does in the next entry in the Scottish Chronicle) one arrives at the very likely date 874. The expression trahens centum seems corrupt and the emendation trahens censum, `levying tribute', while apt is uncertain. One may possibly interpret the entry as follows: Amlaíb was killed by Constantine I in 874, very likely whilst levying or reimposing tribute on Southern Pictland. The next entry in the Scottish Chronicle is firmly dated to 875: the battle of Dollar between the Danish Vikings and the Scots, in which the Scots were driven in defeat to Atholl. 148 The date is confirmed by an independent entry in U for 875:Congressio Pictorum fri Dubghallu & strages magna Pictorum facta est `An encounter of the Picts and the Danish Vikings and there was a great slaughter of the Picts' (despite the terminology of U, the Scots are here intended and both entries refer to the same event). Now the Norwegian Vikings of the West evidently took a hand in events and profited from the This entry has caused a great deal of trouble for historians: for example, Radner suggests that the text is in error, and Ímar (a873) of Dublin is meant; 152 and Hunter Blair thinks that the entry is seriously misplaced and refers to Gothfrid ua hÍmair (a934).
153 First, the date. The marginal date of 873 is an editorial conjecture but probably a sound one. It follows two entries that are dated in more or less satisfactory ways. The first ( §407) recounts a successful Viking expedition to Slieve Bloom, and a virtually identical text of this entry occurs in M which dates it to 872. 154 The second ( §408) is an account of the placing of a fleet on Loch Ree on the Shannon by the Viking leader Barith and his plundering of that area. It is dated to the eleventh year of Aed Finnliath, that is, 872 (counting inclusively) or 873, but since the entry is unique there is no independent confirmation of these precise events from other annals. However, there is some contextual support for a dating to 873: M records `the plundering of Munster by the Vikings of Dublin' in 873 and I relates that `Barid went with a great fleet from Dublin westwards by sea and plundered Ciarraige Luachra'. 155 His activities on Lough Ree may have been an extension of his expedition to Ciarraige Luachra into the Shannon and its lakes. The year 873 looks plausible enough, though the case is not helped by the fact that the entry is followed in F by a short undated entry ( §410) that could at a pinch be taken to refer to events in Wales in 156 and then a large chasm in the text. This much-emended entry appears to be the death notice of Gøðrøðr, king of the Vikings in Scotland, and father of Ímar and Amlaíb. This is no chronological impossibility: his sons first appeared in Ireland 25 years before, very likely in their twenties or younger, and we may infer from this that he may have been in his sixties when he died. There is no good reason why this entry cannot be taken literally as meaning that Ímar was overking of all the Norwegian Vikings in Ireland and Britain. Though one cannot be absolutely certain what `Brittania' meant for the annalist, the examples in U indicate that it meant the island of Britain as a whole.
157
His brother, Amlaíb, had returned to the homeland in Scotland and was now involved in local events there. One may infer from the terms used in this obit that Dublin had come to be regarded as the dynastic caput. The evidence suggests that Dublin was the capital of a sea-kingdom: Man and Viking Scotland in the narrower sense-the Orkneys, Caithness, Sutherland, the Western Isles and Argyle and the coastline of Inverness and Ross and Cromarty. It also included overlordship of Pictland and of the Strathclyde Britons. It is probable that Galloway and Cumbria from the Solway Firth to the Mersey formed part of the same overlordship. Generally, the extent of Norse settlement in Galloway is disputed; the evidence of place-names is, as usual, ambiguous, and it is best to think that the area was British in population with strong Irish, Hebridean and Anglian influences and probably Dublin-Norse overlordship. 158 The connection between Galloway and the Gall-Goídil (Old-Norse Gaddgeðlar) is uncertain: the word is the same, the people need not be. The role of the Dublin Vikings as colonists in Cumbria is obscure, but it is likely that many settlers in the Wirrall came from Dublin, its hinterland and dependencies.
159 Wainwright thought there was a great colonising movement that led to intense and largely peaceful settlement from the Dee to the Solway and beyond, and eastwards towards Yorkshire north of the Humber. 160 The problem is chronology, and only a vague answer can be given.
42. When Dublin was fell to Irish attack in 902 and when its dynasty was expelled, some of the Dubliners went to Anglesea, 161 and from there to Chester. 162 They may have been going to their own kinsmen. If so, the settlement in Cumbria must be at least as early as the later ninth century.
43. The members of the dynasty went to Scotland, back to where they started from and to territories that had long been their dependencies. In 903 we next find them not in the Isles and in the west of Scotland (where, one assumes, their control remained effective), but engaged in warfare in Southern Pictland. The attack on Dunkeld is nothing less than an attack on the king of South Pictland, Constantine II (r. 900-43), the most important ruler in Scotland. Very likely, he had been considered a dependent king by the dynasty of Dublin, and the fall of Dublin was the signal for his revolt. The presence of the Dublin dynasty in Scotland is confirmed by the Irish records. In 904 Ímar grandson of Ímar, the king of Dublin until his expulsion, was killed by the men of South Pictland with great slaughter, 163 but this setback did not halt the Dublin dynasty. In the same year, Ead, whom the annalist calls rí Cruithentuaithe `king of Pictland', was killed by two grandsons of Ímar and one Ketill with a loss of 500 men. 164 Evidently, the Dublin dynasty was fighting for control of South Pictland. Some time between 904 and about 914 (when historical sources again become available), the exiled Dublin dynasty reached what one could call critical mass in North Britain and embarked on another career of conquest, in northern England and Ireland. Professor Alfred P. Smyth has thrown a flood of light on these and subsequent events that led to the re-establishment of the Viking kingdom of Dublin, the taking of York by the same dynasty, and the establishment of close relationships between Dublin, York and northern England generally. 45. Viking Scotland, known variously as Lothlend, Laithlind, Laithlinn, Lochlainn in Irish literary and historical sources, played a major if unsung role in the history of Britain and Ireland in the ninth and tenth centuries. While Norwegian in origin, its dynasty cannot be convincing attached to any Norwegian royal line. The sagas and genealogies that do so belong to twelfth century or later, and have little value for the early Viking age. Much of the raiding on Ireland in the first half of the ninth century was mounted from Viking Scotland, and in the middle of that century the kings that controlled Viking Scotland made Dublin their headquarters. Though they had limited success in winning land in Ireland, they were overlords of far-flung dependencies in Scotland , Wales and England, some of which they ruled indirectly through dependent kings. From these they extracted tribute and military service. When the kings of Dublin were expelled in 902 they returned to Scotland where they engaged in the reconquest of Southern Pictland and the taking of Northumbria. From here, they again attacked Ireland and re-established the kingdom of Dublin.
